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Dear Sylvia (Mary), 

Perttflps the «ost surprising tiling about ths ch-olsoa- Alvarez vomit 

is tue lack of expressed revulsion among tile "critics’’.- You and two otners only 
bs to given me copies of tueir responses, and one of tnor-e I inspired. 

What little evidence I can get is not comforting to my original belief 
(hope?) tiiat Alvarez was leaning on Paul as, with taeir- positions, he could. Nor is 
it comforting tnat I'eul nes been silent. I therefore ip-vg to consider}, if not believe, 
toat tnis rotten project originated with dim anri/or Olson, not. Alvarez, Pith bis 
silcn.ee, I cannot know. However, I can take earlier bints over tile months as sub- 
stantiation of tne tllief the original concept was Paul’s. 

Yc-ur estimate of the Physics Today atti tude is probably correct end not 
unlike wnst 1 feel. Therefore, in tu- analysis I sent Paul immediately, I askefi 
tea things of him: copies of the crap that I could submit to nv own experts, for a 
dispassionate comment (which, by now, I am certain in the lost things any of that 
trio desires) and the address of the mag. so 1 could write and ask for simultaneous 
and equal space. I’ll be getting busier torn usual for a brief period Beginning 
Saturday, so I’ll wait, until Friday st tne earliest before writing tne meg. 

Nichols, wao is his awn, sui generis kind of trouble, it- tae last 
person I’s ask or trust for any comment, Cyril one of tne first. I had in mind 
Cyril and a physicist selected at random from tnose not distant. 

V'hile my ideas were not developed in detail, 1 nad in mind writing a 
piece saying you don’t nave to be Columbur to know tne world isn’t flat, tuat 
-fence can be prostituted and shouldn't be, and that common sense and knowledge of 
the ignored fact is all that is necessary to show this "science" is political fraud. 

It should be totally destructive for a layman to snow the scientific inadequacies 
of the study, which is child’s play, for in no cose is tuere a valid duplication, not 
evon of the angles, which are not given, or of tu-? weapon, or tae alleged ammo (also 
unidentified). I’ll accompany ray letter to too .tag with proof that A’s first venture 
into the filed was a plagiarism, which should not inyoire confidence in him and his 
purposes, and may discourage their interest in tu? project, ■‘■his is not to soy that 
other publications would not bo approached, or that we'., have advance knowledge (one 
of tne tilings I took as a signal), however, wails silence is not always easily inter- 
preted, I think in tain case it reflects extreme embarrassment. 

True, I cannot refute the article if l haven’t seen it, but 1 do have the 
study that is alleged to bo its basis, sal teat should be enough if not, indeed, 
better. 

Beware of A, ichols. I begun wit a confidence in him, while recognizing 
that he is c- g^&agge one. Increasingly , it became clear that he is ego-tripping. It 
now is without doubt that as is also ignorant of tue materiel >?nl shamefully 
dishonest. Two examples: Bernsbei and I each, separately, informed him «r w-rk we 
had done, to inform aim, mend the b- store turned around, duplicated it, and then 
copyrighted it in his own name! l-n tae cose of one of these things, it ass lead 
to enormous and tins— con -uising problems, orovided tue goTsmaen t sn out th® almost 
carried off and ars just no- correcting 


n't re rd s 



